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BOOK REVIEWS 545 

Die Friedensblockade: Ein Beitragzur Theorie und Proxis der nieht- 
Kriegerisehen Selbsthilfe. Von Dr. jur. Hermann Staudacher. In 
Staatsvolkerrechtliche Abhandlungen, Band VII, Heft 3. Leipzig: 
Duncker & Humblot. 1909. pp. xvi, 166. 

We have witnessed, during the past few years, a considerable revival 
of interest in that form of reprisal or self-help known as the pacific 
blockade. This is shown by such monographs or studies as those of 
Ealcke (in 19 Neimeyer's Zeitschrift, pp. 63 ff. — 1909), Hogan {Pacific 
Blockade, 1908), Soderquist {Le Hocus maritime, 1908), Westlake (in 
25 Law Quarterly Review, pp. 13 ff. — 1909), and in the study under 
review — not to speak of the older studies of this interesting subject by 
Barclay, Bares, Baty, Faleke, Holland, etc. 

This revival of interest in pacific blockade is doubtless mainly due to 
the present widespread effort to find substitutes for war. In other 
words, it is part of the general peace movement which has assumed such 
gigantic proportions in our day. But it is also due to an increasing 
interest in international law as a science, and to a determination not to 
leave any of its dark or doubtful recesses unexplored. 

The work under review is divided into three parts. The first part 
deals rather briefly with the general aspects and basis of blockade in 
general and pacific blockade in particular. 

Part II (pp. 23 to 114) consists of an historical review and discussion 
of the historical instances. It appears that the first example of pacific 
blockade was not that universally cited in the treatises and text-books — 
the blockade of a portion of the Greek coast by the Powers in 1827 — 
but the pacific blockade of the Norwegian coast by England and Sweden 
in 1814. But the author gives Soderquist {Le Hocus maritime, 1908, pp. 
60 ff) the credit for the discovery of this instance. Staudacher finds 
fifteen examples of genuine pacific blockade between 1814 and 1902 — 
the date of the most recent instance, viz., that of the blockade of the 
Venezuelan coast by the allied Powers. 

Part III is devoted to the " Theory of the Pacific Blockade " and is 
divided into two chapters — the " Development of the Theory " and the 
" Legal Justification of Pacific Blockade." 

The theorists are divided into four classes and discussed in turn: 
1) Those who hold to the war or force theory. 2) Those who maintain 
that pacific blockade is a violation of the principle of neutrality. 3) 
Those who consider it a fact of international practice. 4) Those who 
favor it under certain limitations. 
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The author is a strong advocate of pacific blockade not merely as a 
fact of international practice, but as a legally permissible principle or 
institute of international law. He is even numbered amongst the few 
publicists, comparatively speaking, who hold that third Powers are 
bound to observe the rules or regulations laid down by the blockading 
Power. This is a view which finds little support amongst the authorities 
and has been officially repudiated, at least by the Governments of Eng- 
land and the United States. It is founded neither on principle nor on 
general international practice. A third Power may undoubtedly find it 
to its interest to observe such a blockade as a matter of policy, but it lies 
under no legal obligation to do so. This is false and dangerous doctrine. 
On this point the reviewer agrees with Westlake who holds in sub- 
stance, that while " quasi-belligerents " may resort to pacific blockade 
and even seek to enforce its regulations against third Powers, the latter 
may refuse to submit to interference with their commerce and treat the 
contest as a war if such interference is persisted in. 

On the whole this is a scientific monograph and a real contribution 
to the subject of which it treats. It also includes a valuable bibliography. 

Amos S. Hershey. 



Sea Law and Sea Power as they would be affected by recent proposals: 
with reasons against those proposals. By Thomas Gibson Bowles, 
M. P. London : John Murray. 1910. pp. xv, 296. 

The above volume has been written by Mr. Thomas Gibson Bowles, 
known as a violent and rather eccentric agitator against the Declaration 
of Paris and of later days against the Declaration of London. The truth 
is that Mr. Bowles is not only opposed to these declarations but also in 
his innermost heart to any tenet of international law which may in any 
future occasion of war time or peace be inconvenient or restrict the 
British navy from exercising its will or power. He is an extreme and 
violent advocate of that school in the British navy — not by any means 
dumb — whose argument is that of force majeure and which is exempli- 
fied by the old stanzas, 

We have the guns, 

We have the men, 
We have the money, too. 
And by Jingo, etc., etc. 

But conditions have changed since the Napoleonic wars and stronger 
naval Powers exist and what is more pertinent, still stronger alliances 



